MEMORANDUM December 11, 2020 


TO: 


Board Members 


FROM: Grenita F. Lathan, Ph.D. 


Interim Superintendent of Schools 


SUBJECT: HISD REMOTE LEARNING PARENT SURVEY, NOVEMBER 2020 


CONTACT: Allison Matney, 713-556-6700 


HISD gathered feedback about experiences with remote learning during the first six weeks of 


the 


2020-2021 school year when all students were learning remotely through the Fall 2020 


HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey. Because the only option for survey completion was 
online, it is likely that families without internet access may be underrepresented in these results. 
This report analyzes survey responses collected from November 9-17, 2020. 


Key findings include (general memo guidelines): 


A total of 13,433 households with one or more HISD students and 21,748 students were 
represented in reported survey responses. Students of all grade levels were represented, 
with just over half (52%) of students in elementary grades PK—5, and the remaining 48 
percent of students in secondary grades 6-12. 

Most respondents (77%) indicated that the communication received from HISD about the 
start of the 2020-2021 school year was “just the right amount.” Furthermore, most 
respondents (80%) indicated that the communication received from their child’s school 
about remote learning was “just the right amount,” and that the communication from the 
school was “usually” or “sometimes helpful” (93%). 

More than half of the respondents indicated that they had started (8%) or taken the entire 
Parent Introduction to Virtual Learning online course (45%), with another 21 percent 
indicating that they planned to take the course soon. 

Of the 13,299 responses, 90 percent had technology for the students in the home; however, 
1,295 households either did not have enough for every student or did not have a device at 
all. 

Districtwide, 78 percent of respondents indicated that their children had used a desktop or 
laptop computer for remote learning, 19 percent indicated that their children had used a 
tablet, and just three percent indicated that there was no device available. 

The majority of parents of students at all grade levels indicated that the amount of work 
assigned was “just right,” ranging from a low of 64 percent for students in grades 9-12 anda 
high of 77 percent for students in grades PK—2. Just one percent of students districtwide 
were reported as not receiving any assignments during the first grading cycle. 
Approximately 35 percent of parents of students at all grade levels indicated that their child 
had the opportunity to work collaboratively with peers on a daily or weekly basis, with high 
school students reporting the highest percentage (39%). More than a quarter of parents of 
students at all grade levels reported that working collaboratively was not an option, with 
higher percentages reported for students in lower grade levels. 

Overall, 78 percent of parents of students at all grade levels were “very confident” or 
“somewhat confident” that their children had made progress during remote learning, with 18 
percent reporting that they were not confident at all that their children had progressed. 


e The majority of parents of students at all grade levels indicated they were satisfied with 
remote learning, with 75 percent districtwide responding positively. 

e Most respondents (56%) indicated that a general risk of contracting COVID-19 was a factor 
considered when selecting the mode of instruction for the upcoming grading cycle. Current 
City of Houston and Harris County positivity/infection rates (38%) and how well the child was 
learning remotely (30%) were also considered by many respondents. 


Should you have any further questions, please contact Allison Matney in Research and 
Accountability at 713-556-6700. 
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HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey, November 2020 


Executive Summary 


Background 

HISD gathered feedback about experiences with remote learning during the first six weeks of the 2020- 
2021 school year when all students were learning remotely through the Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning 
Parent Survey. Because the only option for survey completion was online, it is likely that families without 
internet access may be underrepresented in these results. This report analyzes survey responses collected 
from November 9-17, 2020. 


Highlights 


A total of 13,433 households with one or more HISD students and 21,748 students were represented 
in reported survey responses. Students of all grade levels were represented, with just over half (52%) 
of students in elementary grades PK—5, and the remaining 48 percent of students in secondary grades 
6-12. 


Most respondents (77%) indicated that the communication received from HISD about the start of the 
2020-2021 school year was “just the right amount.” Furthermore, most respondents (80%) indicated 
that the communication received from their child’s school about remote learning was “just the right 
amount,” and that the communication from the school was “usually” or “sometimes helpful” (93%). 


More than half of the respondents indicated that they had started (8%) or taken the entire Parent 
Introduction to Virtual Learning online course (45%), with another 21 percent indicating that they 
planned to take the course soon. 


Of the 13,299 responses, 90 percent had technology for the students in the home; however, 1,295 
households either did not have enough for every student or did not have a device at all. 


Districtwide, 78 percent of respondents indicated that their children had used a desktop or laptop 
computer for remote learning, 19 percent indicated that their children had used a tablet, and just three 
percent indicated that there was no device available. 


The majority of parents of students at all grade levels indicated that the amount of work assigned was 
“just right,” ranging from a low of 64 percent for students in grades 9-12 and a high of 77 percent for 
students in grades PK—2. Just one percent of students districtwide were reported as not receiving any 
assignments during the first grading cycle. 


Approximately 35 percent of parents of students at all grade levels indicated that their child had the 
opportunity to work collaboratively with peers on a daily or weekly basis, with high school students 
reporting the highest percentage (39%). More than a quarter of parents of students at all grade levels 
reported that working collaboratively was not an option, with higher percentages reported for students 
in lower grade levels. 


Overall, 78 percent of parents of students at all grade levels were “very confident” or “somewhat 
confident” that their children had made progress during remote learning, with 18 percent reporting that 
they were not confident at all that their children had progressed. 
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e The majority of parents of students at all grade levels indicated they were satisfied with remote learning, 
with 75 percent districtwide responding positively. 


e Most respondents (56%) indicated that a general risk of contracting COVID-19 was a factor considered 
when selecting the mode of instruction for the upcoming grading cycle. Current City of Houston and 
Harris County positivity/infection rates (38%) and how well the child was learning remotely (30%) were 
also considered by many respondents. 
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Introduction 


With the health and safety of students, families, and staff as the top priority, the Houston Independent 
School District (HISD) announced in July of 2020 that all students would begin the 2020-2021 school year 
virtually on September 8, 2020, and that virtual instruction for all students would continue for six weeks 
through Friday, October 16, 2020. The decision to begin the 2020—2021 school year virtually and delay the 
start of the school year for two weeks was due to the rising number of positive COVID-19 cases in the area. 


The transition to virtual learning can present various challenges for families. To ensure parents and 
guardians were better informed, the district designed the Parent Introduction to Virtual Learning online 
course to introduce virtual learning and provide parents guidance to support their students’ virtual learning 
experience. This course was provided in English, Spanish, Vietnamese, and Arabic. Parents were asked 
to complete the course prior to the beginning of the school year. 


Starting with the second six-week grading cycle of the 2020—2021 school year, HISD families were required 
to select either in-person or virtual instruction for students. The first day of the second six weeks was 
October 19, 2020. Approximately 49 percent of students resumed in-person instruction for the second six- 
week grading cycle. 


HISD gathered feedback about experiences with remote learning during the first six weeks of the 2020- 
2021 school year when all students were learning remotely through the Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning 
Parent Survey. The survey was active from November 9 through November 17, 2020. Survey respondents 
were asked to complete the survey online. Because respondents did not have the option to complete the 
survey over the phone, it is likely that families without internet access may be underrepresented in these 
results. This report analyzes survey responses collected from November 9 — 17, 2020. 


Methods 


HISD gathered feedback from parents through the Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey which 
was active from November 9 through November 12, 2020 via SurveyMonkey. Survey responses were 
requested through emails sent to HISD parents and families from central office and through the HISD 
website. Survey respondents were asked to complete the survey online. There were no other methods of 
response collection. 


Respondents were asked about the communication received from HISD, technology supports that were 
utilized, their children’s experiences and the parent’s satisfaction with remote learning, and the factors that 
were considered in selecting either in-person or virtual learning for the second six-week grading cycle. A 
copy of the survey in English can be found in Appendix A (pp. 24—29). 


Basic descriptive statistics were employed to analyze the data. For survey items, the responses for each 
category were tabulated and percentages calculated. Survey participants were not required to answer any 
given question on the survey. Therefore, participants could choose to skip some questions and proceed 
with others. As such, the total number of responses per question varies. The number of responses can be 
found within each figure and in the tables that accompany figures in Appendices B-H (pp. 30-66). District 
totals include students with no grade level reported or no campus reported and will not match totals reported 
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by group. Due to rounding, some totals may not equal 100 percent. In addition, some questions instructed 
participants to select all responses that applied; therefore, totals will exceed 100 percent. 


Exclusions 

The intended purpose of the survey was to gather feedback from parents of HISD students, but the survey 
link was not restricted to HISD parents and families. Teachers and community members without students 
enrolled in HISD schools may have also completed the survey. One question early in the survey (“How 
many children do you have who currently attend an HISD school?”) precluded respondents from continuing 
with the survey. For the purposes of this report, the responses for participants who answered “O” or did not 
answer the question of how many children they had were excluded. 


Data Limitations 

The intent of the survey was to gather one response per household; however, there were no safeguards in 
place to ensure multiple responses per household were not captured. In addition, students who split time 
between more than one household may not have had their total experience captured. 


Communicating the availability of the survey to HISD families, especially economically disadvantaged 
families and those who were not native English speakers, was challenging. Due to the incompatibility of the 
survey platform with the Arabic script, we were not able to provide the survey directly in Arabic. An image 
was embedded at the top of each page that corresponded with the English questions to facilitate the 
administration of the survey in Arabic. In addition, the survey could only be accessed with a web-enabled 
device and the internet. This may have negatively impacted response rates for households with limited or 
no internet access. 


HISD Research and Accountability 4 


PARENT SURVEY, NOVEMBER 2020 


Results 


Description of Respondents 

A total of 15,389 respondents completed the survey. Respondents were asked how many children they 
have who currently attend an HISD school (Figure 1). Nearly half (46%) indicated that they had one child 
who currently attends an HISD school, and just over a quarter (28%) indicated two children. A total of 
21,748 students were represented in survey responses (Appendix B, Table 1, p. 30). Of the 15,389 
respondents, 1,956 (13%) indicated that they had 0 children who currently attend an HISD school or did 
not respond and were therefore excluded for the remainder of this report. 


Figure 1. Number of Children Currently Attending HISD Schools 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data 
file, 11/18/2020 
Note: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 


Figure 2 (p. 6) shows the language of administration of the respondents who completed a survey. Of the 
13,433 respondents with one or more children attending HISD schools, 11,126 (83%) completed the survey 
in English, 2,272 (17%) in Spanish, 12 (<1%) in Vietnamese, and 23 (<1%) in Arabic (Appendix B, Table 
2, p. 30). 
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Figure 2. Language of Administration 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent 


Survey data file, 11/18/2020 


Note: | Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. The number of 


respondents varies, as participants were not required to 
answer every question. 


Respondents were asked the primary language spoken in their home. As shown in Figure 3, English (72%) 
and Spanish (24%) were the most common responses, accounting for a total of 96 percent of responses. 
The remaining four percent were identified as Vietnamese, Arabic, or Other (Appendix B, Table 2, p. 30). 


Figure 3. Primary Language Spoken in the Home 
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Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. The number of 
respondents varies, as participants were not required to answer every 
question. 
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Communication Received from HISD 
Survey respondents were asked if the communication received from HISD about the start of the 2020-2021 


school year was too much, just the right amount, or too little. Figure 4 shows that most (77%) indicated that 


the amount of communication was 


“just the right amount” (Appendix C, Table 3, p. 31). 


Figure 4. Communication from HISD 


Source: 


Note: 
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n=13,293 
SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning 
Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 
The number of respondents varies, as participants 
were not required to answer every question. 


Participants were asked to describe their internet access at home (Figure 5). Of the 13,328 households 
who responded, most (86%) indicated they had high speed internet or Wi-Fi in their homes, while only one 
percent reported no internet access (Appendix D, Table 4, p. 32). It is important to note, however, that the 


survey was conducted through a 


web-based link requiring internet access, making it likely that families 


without internet access are underrepresented in the results. 


Figure 5. Internet Access in the Home 
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The Parent Introduction to Virtual Learning online course was designed to provide an introduction to virtual 
learning and guidance for parents to support their students’ virtual learning experience. This course was 
provided in English, Spanish, Vietnamese, and Arabic. Parents were asked to complete the course prior to 
the beginning of the school year. When asked if they had taken the course (Figure 6), more than half of 
the respondents indicated that they had started (8%) or taken the entire training (45%), with another 21 
percent indicating that they planned to take the course soon. About an eighth of respondents (13%) did not 
plan to take the course, and an additional eighth (12%) did not know what the course was (Appendix D, 
Table 5, p. 32). 


Figure 6. Online Course for Parents Completion 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 
11/18/2020 

Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. The number of respondents 
varies, as participants were not required to answer every question. 


During the first six weeks of school, HISD offered remote learning only. Digital Learning Centers were made 
available to those students who had not been able to secure the technology necessary to learn remotely. 
These Digital Learning Centers were at campuses and other neighborhood locations across the district and 
were available to students until HISD was able to procure and deliver a device and/or hotspot to students. 
Respondents were asked where children participated in remote learning during the first six weeks of school 
and were asked to select all that applied. Figure 7 (p. 9) shows that of the 13,433 respondents, 95 percent 
participated in remote learning from their own home, and just two percent attended Digital Learning Centers 
(Appendix D, Table 7, p. 33). 
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Figure 7. Where Children Participated in Remote Learning 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 

Notes: Percentages will not total 100, as participants selected multiple responses. The 
number of respondents varies, as participants were not required to answer every 
question. 


Participants were asked if the family had received one or more devices from HISD. While HISD worked 
diligently toward ensuring that all students who needed a device or hotspot for remote learning had the 
necessary technology, some students did not have the hardware necessary by the first six-week grading 
cycle (Appendix D, Table 6, p. 32). Figure 8 shows that of the 13,299 responses, 90 percent had 
technology for the students in the home; however, 1,295 households either did not have enough for every 
student (7% of all responses), or did not have a device at all (3% of all responses). 


Figure 8. Did Family Receive Devices From HISD 
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Note: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. The 
number of respondents varies, as participants were not 
required to answer every question. 
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Various technology support systems were in place to help parents and students navigate remote learning. 
Participants were asked about the support systems utilized to assist with the students’ remote learning and 
were asked to select all that applied. As shown in Figure 9, 36 percent of respondents utilized the Student 
Introduction to Virtual Learning course and 40 percent used the HISD website, while just over a quarter 
(26%) did not utilize any support systems (Appendix D, Table 7, p. 33). 


Figure 9. Support Systems Utilized to Assist with Remote Learning 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data 
file, 11/18/2020 

Note: | Percentages will not total 100, as participants selected multiple 
responses. The number of respondents varies, as participants were not 
required to answer every question. 


Respondents were asked about the challenges using technology supports to assist children and were asked 
to select all that applied (Appendix D, Table 7, p. 33). Figure 10 (p. 11) shows that most respondents (59%) 
did not experience any challenges. Of the 13,433 responses, nine percent reported that their children had 
trouble with their login or password (1,156 responses), ten percent reported their skill level with using 
technology (1,341 responses) as a challenge, and 12 percent reported other challenges to using technology 
supports to assist children with remote learning. 
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Figure 10. Challenges Using Technology Supports 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data 
file, 11/18/2020 

Note: Percentages will not total 100, as participants selected multiple 
responses. The number of respondents varies, as participants were not 
required to answer every question. 


Children’s Experiences with Remote Learning 

Parents were asked a series of questions to gain a better understanding of their children’s experiences and 
needs with remote learning. A total of 18,823 responses were obtained for students, but 2,066 (11%) did 
not provide a grade level for the student (Appendix E, Table 8A, p. 34). Figure 11A (p. 12) shows that of 
the 16,757 who responded to grade level, the largest percentage of students (28%) were in grades PK-2, 
while the smallest percentage of students (21%) were in grades 6-8. Figure 11A also displays the 
enrollment grade level distribution as of November 2020. As can be seen in the figure, the percentage of 
respondents by grade level is similar to that of district enrollment percentages. 
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Figure 11A. Student Grade Level 
Survey Responses, November 2020 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020; Student Information 
System, 11/17/2020 

Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. The number of respondents varies, as participants were not 
required to answer every question. District enrollment data was obtained from SIS “Tech Needs” data pulled 
11/17/2020. 


Of the 18,823 responses of parents for students, 16,264 indicated which HISD school their student 
attended. Figure 11B displays the number of students in each of the 2020-2021 area School Offices within 
the district. Parents of students in the Northwest School Office (32%) and the West School Office (27%) 
accounted for more than half of all responses received (Appendix E, Table 8A, p. 34). Figure 11B also 
displays the school office enrollment distribution as of November 2020. As can be seen in the figure, the 
percentage of respondents by school office is similar to that of district enrollment percentages for all areas 
except Northwest; there was a disproportionately higher percentage of respondents from the Northwest 
School Office than other School Office areas. The total number of responses by campus and campus 
enrollment for the 2020—2021 school year can be found in Appendix E, Table 8B, pp. 35—41. 


Figure 11B. Students by 2020-2021 School Office 
Survey Responses, November 2020 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020; Student Information 
System, 11/17/2020 

Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. The number of respondents varies, as participants were not 
required to answer every question. Does not include 4 responses from specialized campuses (HCC 
Lifeskills, RDSPD, and SOAR Center) that are not assigned to a regular area office. District enrollment data 
was obtained from SIS “Tech Needs” data pulled 11/17/2020. 
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Devices Used 

Respondents were asked to identify the primary device that was used during remote learning. Figure 12A 
shows that districtwide, 78 percent of respondents indicated that their children used a desktop or laptop 
computer and 19 percent indicated that their children used a tablet, while just three percent indicated that 
their children used a smartphone, some other device, or that there was no device available (Appendix E, 
Table 9, p. 42). 


Figure 12A. Primary Device Used During Remote Learning 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. The number of respondents varies, as participants were not 
required to answer every question. 


When differentiated by grade level, students at all grade levels used a desktop or laptop computer most 
often, although students in grades 9-12 used this device at twice the rate as students in grades PK—2 (96% 
as compared to 49%). Students at the high school level have laptop computers assigned at the beginning 
of every school year as part of the PowerUp initiative; therefore, the majority of students in grades 9-12 
receive a school-assigned laptop annually, regardless of the COVID-19 emergency. Middle school students 
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primarily used a desktop or laptop computer (90%), with just seven percent using a tablet. Older elementary 
students (grades 3—5) primarily used a desktop or laptop computer (82%), or a tablet (15%), while younger 
elementary students (grades PK-2), were nearly evenly split using a desktop or laptop (49%) or a tablet 
(47%). 


When differentiated by School Office area, students used a desktop or laptop computer most often, 
although students at schools in the Northwest School Office area used this device at a higher percentage 
than their peers in other School Office areas (84% as compared to as low as 66% in the North School 
Office). 


Figure 12B. Primary Device Used During Remote Learning, by School Office and Grade Level 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. The number of respondents varies, as participants were not 
required to answer every question. 
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When School Office is further differentiated to include grade level (Figure 12B, p. 14), students in grades 
PK-2 at schools in the Northwest, South, and West School Offices used a desktop or laptop computer at a 
higher rate than their peers in the Achieve 180, East, and North School Offices. Ninety-two percent of 
students in grades 9-12 in the Achieve 180 School Office primarily used a desktop or laptop computer, 
while 96—98 percent of their peers in all other school offices used the same. Among students in grades 6— 
8, more than 90 percent of students used a desktop or laptop computer in all school offices except the 
North School Office, where just 77 percent had this device available. In fact, among middle school students, 
parents of students in the North Area Office reported a much higher use of smartphones, other devices, or 
no device available than their peers in other school office areas. 


Engagement with Remote Learning 
Respondents were asked to identify the ways in which their children normally engaged in remote learning 


and were asked to check all that applied. Figure 13 displays those engagement methods reported as being 
used by at least 20 percent of students. Full data to accompany Figure 13 may be found in Appendix E, 
Table 10, pp. 43-44. 


Figure 13. Engagement Methods 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 


Notes: Percentages will not total 100, as participants selected multiple responses. District totals include students 
with no grade level reported or no campus reported and will not match totals reported by group 


Virtual classes with teachers was used by 84 percent of students districtwide, with all grade levels 
reporting 93 percent or higher usage of this method of engagement. 


e §=6Virtual individual meetings with teachers was used by 28 percent of students districtwide, more 
frequently by elementary students (36% of students in grades PK—2 and 31% of students in grades 3- 
5). 


e Submitting assignments online was used by 58 percent of students districtwide, more frequently by 
students in grades 3-12 (68% of students in grades 3-5, 69% of students in grades 6-8, and 67% of 
students in grades 9-12). 


e The HUB was used by 60 percent of students districtwide, more frequently by students in grades 3-12 
(71% of students in grades 3-5, 70% of students in grades 6—8, and 68% of students in grades 9-12). 
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Participants were also asked about phone calls with a teacher, which was used by approximately eight 
percent of students districtwide. Respondents representing 259 students (1%) reported that the child 
did not regularly engage with remote learning. 


Respondents were asked to identify the ways in which their children completed tasks or connected with 
teachers during remote learning and were asked to check all that applied. Figure 14 displays those 
methods reported. Full data to accompany Figure 14 may be found in Appendix E, Table 10, pp. 43-44. 


Figure 14. Digital Resources Used 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Notes: Percentages will not total 100, as participants selected multiple responses. District totals include students 


with no grade level reported or no campus reported and will not match totals reported by group 


Teams was used by 77 percent of students districtwide, with all grade levels reporting between 81-89 
percent usage of this digital resource. 


The HUB was used by 71 percent of students districtwide, most frequently by older elementary students 
(83% in grades 3-5) and middle school students (84% in grades 6-8). 


Clever was used primarily by elementary students (72% in grades PK—2, 75% in grades 3—5) with some 
parents of middle school (40%) and high school (24%) students reporting usage of this digital resource. 


Responses for Imagine Learning and Class Dojo were similar to those of Clever; elementary students 
primarily used these resources, while parents of middle and high school students reported much lower 
usage. 


Email was used primarily by middle and high school students (37% in grades 6-8, 39% in grades 9- 
12), with some parents of elementary students (18% in grades PK—2, 24% in grades 3-5) reporting 
usage. 


Amount of Schoolwork Assigned 

Participants were asked about the amount of schoolwork assigned during the first six-week grading cycle 
(Figure 15, p. 17). The majority of parents of students at all grade levels indicated that the amount of work 
assigned was “just right,” ranging from a low of 64% for students in grades 9-12 to a high of 77% for 


HISD Research and Accountability 16 


PARENT SURVEY, NOVEMBER 2020 


students in grades PK—2. Just one percent of students districtwide were reported as not receiving any 
assignments during the first grading cycle (Appendix E, Table 10, pp. 43-44). 


When differentiated by School Office, the majority of parents of students at schools in all areas indicated 
that the amount of work assigned was “just right,” ranging from a low of 67 percent for students at schools 
in the Northwest School Office and a high of 77 percent for students at schools in the North School Office. 
Parents of students at schools in the Achieve 180, Northwest, and West School Offices reported more 
frequently that students had not received enough schoolwork (7—-8%), while parents of students at schools 
in the Northwest, South, and East areas reported more frequently that students had received too much 
work (26%, 24%, and 22%, respectively). 


Figure 15. Amount of Schoolwork Assigned 


1% <1% <1% 
Grades PK-2 Grades 3-5 Grades 6-8 Grades 9-12 All Grade Levels 
(n=4,681) (n=3,928) (n=3,511) (n=4,502) (n=16,662) 
1% 1% <1% 1% 
Achieve 180 East North Northwest South West 
(n=889) (n=1,886) (n=1,737) (n=5,228) (n=2,071) (n=4,372) 


mJust the Right Amount) m=TooMuch smNotEnough  mNo Assignments Given 


Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. The number of respondents varies, as participants were not 
required to answer every question. 
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Responses to the amount of schoolwork assigned during remote learning by campus can be found in 
Appendix F, Table 11, pp. 45-48. 


Support from School Staff 
Participants were asked to what extent their child had been supported with remote learning by school staff 


(Figure 16). Just under half (48%) of parents of students at all grade levels indicated that their child had 
been “very supported,” with another 39 percent of parents reporting their child had been “somewhat 
supported. Thirteen percent of parents reported that their child had not been supported or was “somewhat 
not supported” during remote learning by school staff. Parents of students in elementary grade levels 
reported slightly higher rates of support, while parents of middle and high school students reported higher 
rates of “somewhat not supported” or no support (16% and 13%, respectively). 


Figure 16. Support from School Staff 


4% 
9% 
39% 
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m Very supported = Somewhat supported = Somewhat not supported = Not supported 


Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. The number of respondents varies, as participants were not 
required to answer every question. 
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When differentiated by School Office, parents of students at schools in the Achieve 180 School Office 
reported higher rates of “somewhat not supported” or no support (17%) than parents of students at schools 
in other school offices, which ranged from 11 percent to 13 percent. Responses to support from school staff 
district-wide during remote learning can be found in Appendix E, Table 10, pp. 43-44, and by campus in 
Appendix F, Table 12, pp. 49-52. 


Collaborative Assignments 


Figure 17. Frequency of Collaborative Assignments 


Grades PK-2 Grades 3-5 Grades 6-8 Grades 9-12 All Grade Levels 
(n=4,681) (n=3,932) (n=3,520) (n=4,510) (n=16,682) 


Achieve 180 East North Northwest South West 
(n=884) (n=1,889) (n=1,737) (n=5,241) (n=2,074) (n=4,379) 


mDaily mWeekly mSometimes, less than weekly mRarely, not anoption mRarely, child choice mNotsure 


Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. The number of respondents varies, as participants were not 
required to answer every question. 
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Collaborative work is an essential part of student learning and growth. Participants were asked how often 
their children had worked with classmates on partner or team assignments during remote learning 
(Appendix E, Table 10, p. 43-44). Figure 17 (p. 19) shows that approximately 35 percent of parents of 
students at all grade levels indicated that their child had the opportunity to work collaboratively with peers 
on a daily or weekly basis, with high school students reporting the highest percentage (39%). More than a 
quarter of parents of students at all grade levels reported that working collaboratively was not an option, 
with higher percentages reported for students in lower grade levels. For students in grades 9-12, just 13 
percent of parents reported that students did not have the option of working collaboratively with their peers. 
Little difference is seen in the opportunity to work collaboratively when differentiated by School Office; 
across all school offices, parents reported that students worked collaboratively daily or weekly at a rate of 
33-38 percent. However, a higher percentage of parents of students in the West area reported that working 
collaboratively with their peers was not an option (30% for the West area, as compared to a low of 21% in 
the Achieve 180 School Office). 


Responses to collaborative work opportunities during remote learning by campus can be found in Appendix 
F, Table 13, pp. 53-56. 


Parental Confidence in Student Progress 

Parental buy-in to remote learning is essential to student success, and the parents’ confidence that their 
children are learning and progressing is critical to achieving that parental buy-in. Parents were asked how 
confident they were that their child had made progress during remote learning (Appendix E, Table 10, pp. 
43-44). 


Figure 18 (p. 21) shows that overall, 78 percent of parents of students at all grade levels were “very 
confident” or “somewhat confident” that their children had made progress during remote learning, with 18 
percent reporting that they were not confident at all that their children had progressed. Parents of students 
in grades 9-12 were slightly more confident that their children had shown progress during remote learning, 
with 80 percent reporting they were somewhat or very confident, as compared to 78 percent for other grade 
levels. When differentiated by School Office area, parents of students in the Northwest area were slightly 
more confident that their children had shown progress during remote learning, with 80 percent reporting 
they were somewhat or very confident, as compared to 78 percent for other School Office areas. Parents 
of students in the West School Office area reported that they were not confident at all of their students’ 
progress during remote learning at a higher rate than parents of students in other School Office areas (20%, 
as compared with 17-18%). 


Responses to parental confidence in student progress during remote learning by campus can be found in 
Appendix F, Table 14, pp. 57-60. 
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Figure 18. Parental Confidence in Student Progress 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 


Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. The number of respondents varies, as participants were not 
required to answer every question. 


Communication from the School 

Survey respondents were asked if the communication received from their children’s school about remote 
learning was too much, just the right amount, or too little. Respondents were also asked if the 
communication received from the school was usually, sometimes, or rarely helpful. Figure 19 (p. 22) shows 
that most (80%) indicated that the amount of communication was “just the right amount,” and that most 
(63%) thought the communication was “usually helpful” (Appendix E, Table 10, pp. 43-44). Responses to 
communication frequency and helpfulness by campus can be found in Appendix F, Table 15, pp. 61-64. 
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Figure 19. Communication from the Schools 
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n=16,684 n=16,663 
Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. The number of respondents varies, as participants were not 
required to answer every question. 


Satisfaction with Remote Learning 

Respondents were asked if they were satisfied with remote learning overall. Figure 20A shows that the 
majority of parents indicated they were satisfied with remote learning, with 75 percent districtwide 
responding positively. 


Figure 20A. Satisfaction with Remote Learning 


2,913 
(25%) 


n=16,684 


Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote 
Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 
The number of respondents varies, as participants 
were not required to answer every question. 


A total of 2,913 respondents (25%) indicated they were not satisfied with remote learning. Those 
respondents were asked to identify why they were dissatisfied and were asked to check all that applied. 
Figure 20B (p. 23) displays the responses selected by at least 20 percent of parents who indicated they 
were unhappy with remote learning. Most parents who indicated that they were dissatisfied with remote 
learning reported that students were stressed and had difficulty concentrating (67%). Parents also 
frequently indicated that they did not know what schoolwork to do or when to do it (39%) and that the child 
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was not interested in schoolwork (38%). Responses to parental satisfaction of remote learning can be found 
in Appendix G, Table 16, p. 65. 


Figure 20B. Dissatisfaction with Remote Learning 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Notes: Percentages will not total 100, as participants selected multiple responses. 


Factors Considered in Selecting Between Remote and In-Person Learning 

Prior to the second six-week grading cycle, parents had the opportunity to select either in-person or remote 
learning for their child for the upcoming grading cycle. Respondents were asked to indicate which factors 
they considered when selecting between remote and in-person learning for the second six-week grading 
cycle and were asked to select all that applied (Figure 21). A total of 15,389 responses were collected. 
Most respondents (56%) indicated that a general risk of contracting COVID-19 was a factor considered 
when selecting the mode of instruction for the upcoming grading cycle. Current City of Houston and Harris 
County positivity/infection rates (38%) and how well the child was learning remotely (30%) were also 
considered by many respondents. Responses to factors considered can be found in Appendix H, Table 
17, p. 66. 


Figure 21. Factors Considered in Selecting Between Remote and In-Person Learning 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Notes: Percentages will not total 100, as participants selected multiple responses. The number of respondents 
varies, as participants were not required to answer every question. 
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Appendix A — HISD COVID-19 Response Parent Survey 


Thank you for completing the Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey. HISD wants 
to hear about your family's experience with remote learning during the first six weeks of the 
2020-2021 school year when all students were learning remotely. Remote learning includes 
work done at the district learning centers. Your feedback is confidential. 


1. What is the primary language spoken in your home? 
English 


) Spanish 
Vietnamese 
» Arabic 


“> Other 


2. Describe your internet at home: 


High-speed internet/WiFi in the entire house 


) Slow connection and/or dial-up 
Internet on phone only (including phone used as hotspot) 
Hotspot device 
No internet access 
3. During the first six weeks of school where did your child(ren) participate in remote learning? 
[Check all that apply] 


At home 


At the house of a friend or other family member 


A Digital Learning Center 


Other 


Section 1. Communication 


4. The communication from HISD about the start of the 2020-2021 school year was: 


) Too much 


’ Just the right amount 


’ Too little 
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5. Have you taken the HISD Online Course for Parents “Parent Introduction to Virtual Learning”? 


Yes, | have taken the entire training. 


Yes, but | have not completed all of the training yet. 


No, but | plan to soon. 


No, and | don’t plan to. 


No, | don’t know what this is. 


Section 2. Technology Supports for Remote Learning 


6. Did your family receive one or more devices from HISD? 


Yes, we received one or more devices from HISD and have one for each student. 


Yes, we received one or more devices but we do not have one device for every student 


No, my household used our own devices. 


No, | need a device from HISD. 


7. Which support system(s) did you utilize to assist your child(ren) with remote learning? [Check 
all that apply] 


Student Introduction to Virtual Learning Course 


HISD@H.O.M.E hotline 
Booking technology appointment 
HISD website 
HISD Service Desk 
Other 


None 


8. | have had challenges using technology supports to assist my child(ren) with remote 
learning because: [Check all that apply] 


| do not have adequate internet access at home 

| do not have the right device (e.g., computer, tablet, laptop) 

| do not speak English and communication has been difficult 

My skill level with using technology 

My child(ren) had trouble with their login and/or password 

| never received a code or access ID to set up an account on HISD Parent Connect 
| don’t have time to learn about technology supports 

Other 

| did not have any challenges. 
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Section 3. Online Instruction 


* 9. How many children do you have who currently attend an HISD school? 


[o) 


b 


Nh 


3 or more 


We understand each child requires different types of support for remote learning. As best you can, please think about each 
individual child’s experiences and needs during remote learning. 


Please think of your first child. 


10. In what grade level did your first child participate in remote learning? 


PreK to 2nd grade 


9-12 


heal 


11. What campus does your first child attend? (Select from drop-down list) 


12. Which device did your first child use the most for remote learning: 


Desktop or laptop computer 


Tablet (Example: iPad, Galaxy Tab, Surface Pro) 


Smartphone (Example: iPhone, Galaxy) 


Other 


No device available 


13. Overall, the communication from my first child’s campus about remote learning was: 


Too much 


Just the right amount 


™ Too little 
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14. Overall, the communication from my first child’s campus about remote learning was: 


Usually helpful 


Sometimes helpful 


Rarely helpful 


15. In what ways did your first child normally engage with remote learning? [Check all that apply] 


Virtual classes with teachers 

Virtual individual meetings with teachers 
Submitting assignments online 

The HUB 

A phone call with a teacher 


My first child does not regularly engage with remote learning 


Not sure 
16. My first child completed tasks assigned or connected with teachers using: [Check all that 
apply] 

Microsoft Teams HISD TV 

The Hub Telephone 

Clever Email 

Imagine Learning Other 

Class Dojo Not sure 


17. The amount of schoolwork assigned by my first child’s teachers was: 


Too much 


Just the right amount 


Not enough 


My first child hasn’t been given any assignments 


18. To what extent was your first child supported with remote learning by school staff? 


Very supported 
Somewhat supported 


Somewhat not supported 


Not supported 
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19. Overall, how often did your first child work with classmates on partner or team assignments during 
remote learning? 


Daily 


Weekly 


Sometimes, but less than weekly 
Rarely, because working with classmates was not an option 


Rarely, because working with classmates was optional and my first child chose to work alone 


Not sure 


20. How confident are you that your first child made progress during remote learning? 


Very confident 


Somewhat confident 
Not confident at all 


’ Not sure 


* 21. Do you have other child(ren) who currently attend an HISD school? 


Yes, take me to the remote learning questions for my next child. 
Yes, but | don’t want to answer remote learning questions for my other child(ren). Take me to next section of the survey. 


No, take me to next section of the survey. 


Please think of your second child. 


Questions 22-44 repeat Questions 10-20 using skip logic for respondents who answered “Yes, take me to 
the remote learning questions for my next child.” The questions are not repeated here. 


* 45. Overall, | was satisfied with remote learning for my child(ren): 


Yes 
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46. | was not satisfied with remote learning for my child(ren) because: [Check all that apply] 


Did not have adequate internet access at home Teachers were unavailable when child was doing schoolwork 
Did not have the right device (e.g., computer, tablet, laptop) Did not have the materials at home needed to do schoolwork 
Did not have enough devices for each child in the Child was stressed or had difficulty concentrating 
household Fame . . 

School work is in English and parent/caregiver speaks 
Schoolwork took too much time another language 
Did not know what schoolwork to do or when to do it It was difficult to get in touch with teachers 
Child was not interested in the schoolwork Other 


47. What factors did you consider when selecting between remote and in person 
learning for the 2nd six weeks? [Check all that apply] 


Child’s specific health concerns (e.g. asthma) 

Other household member’s specific health concerns (e.g. age, chemotherapy) 

General risk of contracting COVID-19 

Current City of Houston and Harris County positivity/infection rates 

How well my child was learning remotely 

Child missing the social parts of school 

My child’s participation in extracurricular activities 

Availability of transportation to and from school 

Whether an adult would be available to stay home with my child(ren) during remote learning 
a | 
End of Survey 


Thank you for sharing with HISD how we can support your family and your child(ren)’s 
learning this year. Please visit the HISD@HOME website for remote learning support and 
resources and the HISD Parent Training site for online courses and Parent University 
events. 
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Appendix B: Description of Respondents Tables 


mie: \o) (=e (Ulan lol=) roy m@dali(ola=Val lam n| ts) Dio{osalole) (owe oc-) au a¢-¥-) ofe)alelcvale 
Number of 
Students 
7) Represented 


N 
1 Child 
2 Children 
3+ Children 
0 or No Answer | 956 | 12.7% 
15,389 21,748 


Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Note: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Note: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. The total represents respondents with one or more children 
in HISD schools. 
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Appendix C: Communication Received from HISD Tables 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data 
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respondents with one or more children in HISD schools. 
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Appendix D: Supports for Online Learning Tables 


Table 4. Describe Internet at Home 


High-speed internet/WiFi 
Slow connection/dial-up 
Internet on phone only 


Hotspot 


Total Responses 
No Response 
(ej r-lale lm Re) r-)) 


Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 
11/18/2020 
Note: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 
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N 


me) r- 1m a {-s-) ole) at-y-5-] 13,292 99.0% 

141 

(ey ¢-late im Moy rs|| 13,433 100.0% 

Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 
11/18/2020 


Note: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 


Table 6. Did Family Receive Devices From HISD 


N 7) 
Yes, and have one for each 
Sent 7,734 58.2% 
Yes, but not enough for every 
(0) 
student 


4,270 32.1% 


Total Responses 13,299 99.0% 

134 

(ey g¢-lale im Mors) 13,433 100.0% 

Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 
11/18/2020 


Note: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 
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Appendix D: Supports for Online Learning Tables, Continued 
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At home 
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Other 
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Student Introduction to Virtual 4,877 36.3% 
Learning Course 

HISD@H.O.M.E Hotline 1,998 14.9% 
Booking technology appointment 321 2.4% 
HISD website 5,378 40.0% 
HISD service desk 749 5.6% 
Other 1,425 10.6% 
None 3,468 25.8% 


Do not have adequate internet 
access at home 

Do not have the right device 486 3.6% 
Do not speak English, 
communication is difficult 

Skill level using technology 

Children had trouble with login and/or 
password 

Never received a code or access ID 
to set up an HISD Parent Connect 714 5.3% 
account 

Don't have time to learn about 
technology supports 

Other 

Did not have any challenges 


626 4.7% 


747 5.6% 
1,341 10.0% 


1,156 8.6% 


fod aT-li(=date[-t-mel-yiale Mm M-xeqslarel (ore pz 


592 4.4% 


12.2% 
58.7% 


1,635 
7,889 
13,433 


Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Note: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 
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Appendix E: Children and Remote Learning Tables 


Table 8A. Student Grade Level Categories by School Office 


No Grade Level 


Grades PK-2 


Grades 3-5 


Grades 6- ~ 
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13.4% 
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Other 
Total With Area Office 
No Response 
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i 
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Ky4 1.5% 
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0.0% 
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98.5% | 128 | 2.7% 


1 
3,848 
108 
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1 
EVeY 
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0.0% 
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0.1% 


ne 


es 96.7% 


0.0% 
86.6% 


3.0% | 150 | 3.3% | 2527 | 13.4% 


2,066 11.0% 4,720 25.1% 3,956 210% 3,544 18.8% 4,537 24.1% 


Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Note: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 
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Appendix E: Children and Remote Learning Tables, Continued 


Table 8B. Survey Responses by Campus 
Total Survey Responses 
Enrollment N % 


Alcott ES 200 Foe 


Almeda ES 821 6 4.4% 


Anderson ES 704 3 


Arabic Immersion 479 2 8.8% 


School Name 


Ashford ES 521 4 
Askew ES 824 14.8% 


Atherton ES 483 
Attucks MS 454 
Austin HS 1533 
552 
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619 
42 
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853 
1504 
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311 
Bush ES 814 
Cage ES 465 
Carnegie HS 922 
Carrillo ES 440 
Challenge EC HS 485 
Chavez HS 2550 
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Black MS 
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Arabic Immersion 
AshfordES 
AskewES 
AthertonES 
Attucks MS 
Austin HS 
BelES 
BeryES 
BlackMS 
BrowningES 
BruceES 
BushES 
CageES 
Carnegie HS 
CariloES 
ChallengeEC HS 
Chavez HS 
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Appendix E: Children and Remote Learning Tables, Continued 


Table 8B. Survey Responses by Campus, Continued 

a eyr-1| Survey Responses 
Enrollment % 
13.0% 
5.0% 


School Name 


Chrysalis MS 
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Appendix E: Children and Remote Learning Tables, Continued 


Table 8B. Survey Responses by Campus, Continued 
a eyr-1| Survey Responses 


School Name 
Enrollment 


Garcia ES 433 
Garden VilasES | 499 | 
Gregg ES 388 
Gregory-LinconPK-8 | 672 | 
Grissom ES 
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Appendix E: Children and Remote Learning Tables, Continued 


Table 8B. Survey Responses by Campus, Continued 
a eyr-1| Survey Responses 
Enrollment 


School Name 
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Appendix E: Children and Remote Learning Tables, Continued 


Table 8B. Survey Responses by Campus, Continued 
Beye: || Survey Responses 
Enrollment Xa) 
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Appendix E: Children and Remote Learning Tables, Continued 


Table 8B. Survey Responses by Campus, Continued 


School Name 


Sanchez ES 
Scarborough ES 
Scarborough HS 
School at St. George ES 
Scroggins ES 
Secondary DAEP 
Seguin ES 
Shadowbriar ES 
Shadydale ES 
Sharpstown HS 
Sharpstown Intl 
Shearn ES 
Sherman ES 
Sinclair ES 
Smith ES 

South EC HS 
Southmayd ES 
Sterling HS 
Stevens ES 
Stevenson MS 
Sugar Grove MS 
Sutton ES 
Tanglewood MS 
TCAH 

Thomas MS 
Thompson ES 
Tijerina ES 
Tinsley ES 
Travis ES 
Twain ES 

Valley West ES 
Wainwright ES 
Walnut Bend ES 
Waltrip HS 
Washington HS 
Welch MS 
Wesley ES 
West Briar MS 
West University ES 
Westbury HS 
Westside HS 
Wharton K-8 


Wheatley HS 


HISD Research and Accountability 


= 
b 


NIN Oo 
o1}Ww) oO 
O1| | 00 


© 
Xe) 


N 


N 
©} 00) O01) N 
ON 


BS 


00 Ol ~ ajo N aw 
ON N 
N}W)O ce} N 


wo 
Xe} 


© 
w 


(op) 
[e) 
Ww 


ioe} 
{ee) 


BIN) ol 
ayo 
W!}O)}0 


fop) 
O1s)o 
ioe} 


N 
[oe] 
N 


Survey Responses 
% 


5.5% 
5.7% 
12.8% 
7.3% 


N s& 
N 


aS 


8.8% 

5.1% 

5.1% 
11.1% 


R/O) 


i 


R 
ol o o w 


7.7% 
16.6% 
3.8% 
12.1% 
9.4% 
5.5% 
6.7% 
7.7% 
3.7% 
4.2% 
14.8% 
0.4% 


N|5)wlo) A} o| ow 
Sg eS 


wo 
KW 


Rr 
OD 


gi 


w 


Rr 
*) *la| Nia) 1B 


ie) 


11.8% 
13.5% 
7.0% 
11.5% 
28.1% 
5.8% 


hb 
fe) 


aS 


' 


40 


PARENT SURVEY, NOVEMBER 2020 


Appendix E: Children and Remote Learning Tables, Continued 


Table 8B. Survey Responses by Campus, Continued 


School Name ae) r:1| Survey Responses 
Enrollment N % 
WhidbyES | 87 
708 | 40 | 5% 
WhieMES | 40 | | 8H 
412 26 | 6.3% 
WiliamsMS | 94 
589 | 19.4% | 
Windsor VillageES | 685 | 8G | BH 
WisdomHS | 879 | | 8H 
Woodson | 4B || 
852 | 48 | 56% 
YatesHS | 88353] 
YougeES  _—s— “<$sa$s$s$s (Gs CUT 
Younglearners | 500) 
Young Scholars | BP OT 
540 
Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 
11/18/2020 


Notes: * indicates campuses had less than 25 respondents. Campuses with less 
than 25 respondents are excluded from subsequent campus-level tables. 
Does not include responses where no campus was indicated. Percentages 
may not total 100 due to rounding. 
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Appendix E: Children and Remote Learning Tables, Continued 


Table 9. Primary Device by School Office of Students by Grade Level 
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No School Office Reported 20.1% a 


Grades PK-2 0 122 
Grades 3-5 a 105 
Grades 6-8 el 104 
Grades 9-12 2 148 
No Grade Level Reported 0 8 
Be) c-1| a Bc a 10) 78.4% 3,146 18.8% 351 2.1% by 0.3% 72 0.4% 16,741 


Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 
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Appendix E: Children and Remote Learning Tables, Continued 


Table 10. Students and Remote Learning 
Grades PK-2 Grades 3-5 (ete-(o(-t-m opts] Grades 9-12 IN Comey ¢-(o (= NVA -) A eT e-(e(- im M-NVA= [y 
% N % N % 


4,436 | 94.0% 3,768 | 95.2% 3,326 | 93.8% 4,201 | 92.6% 30 1.5% 15,761 | 83.7% 
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Appendix E: Children and Remote Learning Tables, Continued 


iW i-10)(-we Lome) aco (-ai cme lorem at-1ane) (om M-t-laaliale pme@xelaldlale(-xo| 
Grades PK-2 Grades 3-5 Grades 6-8 Grades 9-12 No Grade Level All Grade Levels 
N % N % N % N % N % N % 


i7so a8 me 
2,002 | 42.7% | 1,759 | 44.7% | 1,571 | 44.6% | 1,860 | 41.3% 40.9% | 7,210 | 43.2% 
910 | 19.4% | 749 | 19.0% | 687 | 195% | 696 | 15.4% | 
152 | 3.2% | 109 | 2.8% | 98 | 2.8% | 176 | 3.9% | 


Confidence in Progress Made 


18.4% 


65.8% | 10,494 | 63.0% 
18.4% 5,062 | 30.4% 


13.9% | 549 | 13.9% 16.4% 11.3% 


3,005 | 64.1% | 2,511 | 64.0% | 2,072 | 59.0% | 2,881 | 64.0% 
1,401 | 29.9% | 1,167 | 29.7% | 1,146 | 32.6% | 1,341 | 29.8% 
248 | 6.3% 
Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Note: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 


; 10 
18 
p44 53 
Just the right amount 3,696 | 79.1% | 3,170 | 80.5% | 2,763 | 78.5% | 3,757 | 83.2% 27 71.1% | 13,413 | 80.4% 
Too much 328 | 7.0% | 220 | 56% | 180 | 51% | 244 | 5.4% 4 10.5% | 976 | 5.8% 
25 
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Appendix F: Campus-Level Tables 


Table 11. Amount of Schoolwork Assigned, by Campus 
Amount of Work Assigned 

Just the Right INCOM Cold @m ftom ={-X-0 0) 

School Name Assigned 
N % 

Almeda ES 69.4% 8 22.2% 
Anderson ES 75.8% 7 21.2% 
Arabic Immersion 69.0% 19.0% 
Ashford ES 68.2% 12 27.3% 
Askew ES 76.2% 20 16.4% 
Attucks MS 88.5% 1 3.8% 
Austin HS 62.0% 30 32.6% 
Barrick ES 87.0% 4 8.7% 
Baylor College MS 52.2% 31 44.9% 
69.8% 14 26.4% 
60.8% 9 17.6% 
Bellaire HS 68.4% 83 22.3% 
Berry ES 83.3% 11.7% 
Black MS 60.1% 34.3% 
Bonham ES 76.9% 7.7% 
Bonner ES 76.0% 20.0% 
Braeburn ES 80.0% 12.0% 
Briargrove ES 72.0% 11.0% 17.1% 
Briarmeadow 76.7% 5.8% 16.5% 
Brookline ES 76.3% 18.4% 
Browning ES 85.3% 2.9% 
Bruce ES 66.7% 9.1% 
Burbank ES 82.5% 14.3% 
Burbank MS 75.0% 20.2% 
Burnet ES 73.5% 23.5% 
Bush ES 108 73.5% 20 13.6% 19 
Cage ES 30 93.8% 2 6.3% 
Carnegie HS 89 54.3% 68 41.5% 
Carrillo ES 34 72.3% 10 21.3% 
Challenge EC HS 34 53.1% 26 40.6% 
Chavez HS 100 63.7% 53 33.8% 
Chrysalis MS 28 75.7% 8 21.6% 
Clifton MS 25 89.3% 2 7.1% 
Condit ES 92 74.8% 11 8.9% 
Coop ES 35 71.4% 10 20.4% 
ornelius ES 26 78.8% 5 15.2% 
Crespo ES 38 77.6% 10 20.4% 
Crockett ES 41 77.4% 11 20.8% 
Cunningham ES 29 74.4% 9 23.1% 
Daily ES 56 75.7% 14 18.9% 
Davila ES 25 75.8% 12.1% 
De Chaumes ES 80.0% 12.0% 
Deady MS 25 75.8% 7 21.2% 
DeAnda ES 26 78.8% 7 21.2% 
DeBakey HS 94 58.8% 63 39.4% 
DeZavala ES 38 79.2% 18.8% 
Durham ES 49 73.1% 10 14.9% 
East EC HS 20 55.6% 16 44.4% 
Eastwood Acad HS 32 66.7% 15 31.3% 
Edison MS 20 64.5% 10 32.3% 
Eliot ES 33 89.2% 3 8.1% 
Elrod ES 36 75.0% 18.8% 
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mi: 10) (=e Mt Nigro] 01 a) mo) mies alofo)iV\Vo)d @-\-s-J[e] al-Fo Mm o\ime@r-lan elut-mm@rolaldlalui=te| 
Amount of Work Assigned 
Just the Right Touch No Work Has Been 
School Name Amount Assigned 
N 7) N Za) 


Zi) N A) 

Energized ECC 39 84.8% 2 4.3% 8.7% 1 2.2% 
Ee Saas 
| 


BO | me 


Energized ES 24 77.4% 4 12.9% 
Energy Inst HS 92 64.3% 30.8% 4.9% 


Farias ECC 31 91.2% 2.9% 5.9% 
Field ES 28 


63.6% 18.2% 15.9% 
Fondren MS 38 


74.5% .8% 13.7% 


Fonville MS 26 81.3% 12.5% 6.3% 


Forest Brook MS 29 72.5% 10.0% 12.5% 2.5% 
Furr HS 31 72.1% 


20.9% 7.0% 
Gallegos ES 27 81.8% 12.1% 6.1% 
32 76.2% 


16.7% 7.1% 
Garden Oaks 62 67.4% 20.7% 10.9% 
Garden Villas ES 36 85.7% 7.1% 7.1% 
Gregory-Lincoln PK-8 51 79.7% 9.4% 4.7% 
36 83.7% 7.0% 2.3% 
36 64.3% 35.7% 
Harris JR ES 28 73.7% 15.8% 
41 68.3% 
100 69.0% 


20.0% 
13.1% 
Helms ES 35 67.3% 
25 86.2% 
30 


2.0% 


WIN e 


M | 


4.2% 
5.3% 
11.7% 
15.9% 
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12 
19 
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13.8% 

78.9% 7 18.4% 

116 85.3% 15 11.0% 
Herrera ES 50 80.6% 7 11.3% 
81.5% 
62.3% 17 32.1% 


Hobby ES 88.9% 2 5.6% 
logg MS 


8 60.8% 41 28.7% 
15 73.9% 30 14.8% 
151 68.0% 62 27.9% 
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3.8% 
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54.5% 23 41.8% 
Kashmere HS 
Ketelsen ES 


51.6% 12 38.7% 
85.7% 4 11.4% 2.9% 
113 


69.2% 23.1% 7.7% 
Kolter ES 121 
Lamar HS 315 


61.4% 65 35.3% 3.3% 
80.1% 14 9.3% 16 10.6% 
186 


61.0% 181 35.1% 18 3.5% 
Lawson MS 


63.1% 88 29.8% 21 7.1% 
80.0% 14 18.7% 4. 1.3% 
Leland YMCPA 


74.4% 10 25.6% 
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ik: 10) (=e i Nigro] | a) mre) myer aol) iV) gd @-s-J[e]al-Fo Mm o\ime@r-lan elUt-mm@rolaldlalul=ve| 
Amount of Work Assigned 
Just the Right No Work Has Been 
School Name ANuielelalg OL Ae Assigned 
N % N N % 
Madison HS 65.8% 35 30.7% 4 3.5% 
88 65.7% 29 21.6% 16 11.9% 
Marshall ES 34 79.1% 4 9.3% 11.6% 
Martinez C ES 21 75.0% 3.6% 17.9% 
McNamara ES 34 91.9% - 8.1% 
Meyerland MS 139 69.8% 45 22.6% 7.0% 
Milby HS 101 72.7% 34 24.5% 2.9% 
Mistral ECC 5 87.5% 5.0% 
Montgomery ES 17 68.0% 24.0% 8.0% 
Moreno ES 58 93.5% 6.5% 
Neff ECC 52 82.5% 14.3% 
Neff ES 76 80.0% 12.6% 
North Forest HS 41 74.5% 20.0% 
19 52.8% 44.4% 
Northline ES 21 80.8% 7.17% 
Northside HS 36 52.2% 39.1% 7.2% 
Oak Forest ES 5 70.8% 6.6% 24 22.6% 
Ortiz MS 35 72.9% 18.8% 3 6.3% 
Park Place ES 39 78.0% 18.0% 
Parker ES 102 63.8% 30.0% 
Patterson ES 61 80.3% 15.8% 3 3.9% 
Pershing MS 148 63.8% 23.3% 28 12.1% 
Pilgrim Acad 28 87.5% 2 6.3% 2 6.3% 
Pin Oak MS 211 71.5% 59 20.0% 23 7.8% 
Piney Point ES 35 71.4% 11 22.4% 4.1% 
Poe ES 115 82.1% 17 12.1% 5.0% 
Reagan Ed Ctr PK-8 37 68.5% 15 27.8% 3.7% 
Red ES 65 68.4% 25 26.3% 4.2% 
Revere MS 50 83.3% 13.3% 3.3% 
Reynolds ES 26 78.8% 3 9.1% 3.0% 
Rice School PK-8 88 62.4% 48 34.0% 2.8% 
River Oaks ES 101 77.1% 17 13.0% 8.4% 
Roberts ES 108 70.6% 30 19.6% 9.8% 
Rodriguez ES 38 82.6% 4 8.7% 6.5% 
Rogers T H 154 74.4% 41 19.8% 5.3% 
Roosevelt ES 37 80.4% 4 8.7% 10.9% 
Scarborough ES 31 93.9% 6.1% 
Scarborough HS 28 66.7% 2.4% 
79 81.4% 10.3% 7.2% 
26 89.7% 6.9% 3.4% 
28 65.1% 9 20.9% 9.3% 
30 75.0% 7.5% 10.0% 
Sharpstown HS 75.0% 19 21.6% 1.1% 
Sharpstown Intl 69.3% 43 30.7% 
Sherman ES 34 79.1% 5 11.6% 
Sinclair ES 60 61.9% 27 27.8% 
Smith ES 19 63.3% 5 16.7% 
South EC HS 29 56.9% 21 41.2% 
Southmayd ES 38 88.4% 5 11.6% 
62 68.1% 22 24.2% 3 3.3% 1 
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a ik: 10) (-ue Mt Nigro] Ula) mre) myer aol) iV) gd @-s-1[e]al-Vo mm o\Vme@r-lan eluc-mm@rolaldlalui=te| 
Amount of Work Assigned 
No Work Has Been 
Assigned 


Just the Right Too Much 


|) ad 
6 |S 

Ss 
310 lel 
> | () 
3 
s\n Fy 
=z 3 
a i} 


Sugar Grove MS 
utton ES 

Tanglewood MS 

TCAH 

Travis ES 

Twain ES 

Valley West ES 

Walnut Bend ES 


14.7% 
10.1% 
20.6% 


85.3% 5 
72.5% 15 
71.5% 34 


15.4% 
6.7% - 
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61.2% 


Waltrip HS 
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66.7% 33.3% - 


West Briar MS 


45 
11 
61.9% 30 22.4% 20 


West University ES 
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66.4% 


Wharton K-8 


71.9% 


219 90 
123 30 
29 64.4% 12 
i 81 71.1% 
fl 
Wisdom HS 
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Worthing HS 35 72.9% 
37 69.8% 
4. 


23 


Wheatley HS 26.7% 
White E ES 
White MES 


Whittier ES 


SS SESE 
Oo Paty 
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Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 


Notes: Campuses with less than 25 total respondents (See Table 8B) are excluded. Percentage is calculated using 


total responses (see Table 8B). Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 
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Table 12. Supported by School Staff, by Campus 
RSTUy eo} oLola devo mM /itamac-yane)e=m Mer-lmallale me ayeacele)] es) Ui 


Very Supported somewhat Somewhat Not Not Supported 
$Tos aTote) MEV =) yener Supported STU] 0) ofey ac=yo| PP 


% % % Nn % 
Almeda ES 83% | - | - | 
40.9% 47.7% 6.8% 1 2.3% 
19.2% | - 
6 6.5% 
17.4% 7 10.1% 
7 21 5.6% 
2 3.3% 3 5.0% 
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20 10.1% 11 5.6% 
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| 14 
oe 
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Table 12. Supported by School Staff, by Campus, Continued 
Supported With Remote Learning by School Staff 


Somewhat Somewhat Not 
Av Ss 
School Name ery Supported SUppones Stinpored Not Supported 


% N % N % N % 
Energized ECC 52.2% 18 39.1% 4 8.7% -- -- 
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i 10) (=e 0) 0) ofo) a v-Yo Ml oy Yaotes alele) ic. i mm o)VAOr- lan) olUC- mm exolaldlalv(ctol 
Supported With Remote Learning by School Staff 


Somewhat Somewhat Not 
School Name Very Supported Sana Supporied Not Supported 
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% % 
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87 20 
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10) (=e B10) 0) ofo) a v-Yo Ml oy yaotesalole) ici mmo)’ A Or- lin olUC-mm@xolaldlalu(cto! 
Supported With Remote Learning by School Staff 


Somewhat Somewhat Not 
V Ss 
School Name ery Supported Supported Supported Not Supported 
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Stevens ES 1 
Stevenson MS 44 
Sugar Grove MS 1 


6 
6) 
8 : 
4. 
5 


2 
2 70.6% 26.5% 
8 57.0% 36.2% 
101 61.2% 31.5% 


15.7% 
46.2% 
28.1% 7.9% 


27.8% 16.7% 


7 


47.9% 2.1% 
45.3% 11.3% 
3.2% 
Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Notes: Campuses with less than 25 total respondents (See Table 8B) are excluded. Percentage is calculated using 
total responses (see Table 8B). Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 
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Table 13. Worked With Peers, by Campus 


Collaborative Work By Students 


School Name y y Weekl Loy ej tteya) (oqateycer) 
N % N % N % % 


Not Sure 


(i) () N % N (i) N % 
Almeda ES | 10 |27.8%| 3 | 83%| 1 | 28%| 13 |361%| 3 | 83%| 6 | 16.7%| 
Anderson ES 12 | 36.4%] 2 6.1% | 10 | 30.3% 3.0% 5 | 15.2% 
Arabic Immersion 16 | 381%] 2 48% | 13 |31.0%| -- -- 9 | 21.4% 
Ashford ES 13 | 295%] 3 12 | 27.3%| 2 | 45% 9 | 20.5% 
Askew ES 
Attucks MS 11. 77™%| 3 |[115%| 3 |115%| 6 | 23.1% 
Austin HS 24 | 261%| 6 11 | 12.0%] 12 |13.0%| 6 | 65% | 33 | 35.9% 
Barrick ES 9 |196%| 5 5 | 10.9%) 15 1 | 22% | 11 | 23.9% 
Baylor College MS 14 | 203%] 7 | 10.1% k 4 | 5.8% | 20 | 29.0% 
BCM Biotech Acad at Rusk % fh 
Bell ES 8% 
Berry ES 20 | 333%] 3 | 5.0% 2 | 33%] 11 | 18.3% 
Black MS 
Bonham ES 13 | 33.3% 
Bonner ES 12 | 48.0%| 2 | 8.0% -- 7 7 | 28.0% 
Braeburn ES 2 | 80%] -- -- 2 | 80% | 11 | 44.0% 
Briargrove ES 52 | 31.7%| 8 | 49% 1 | 06% | 23 | 14.0% 
Briarmeadow | 1 | 1.0% | 6 | 5.8% | 
Brookline ES 
Browning ES 8 | 23.5% 2.9% 5 | 14.7% 20.6% 
Bruce ES 9 | 273%| 5 |15.2%| -- 1 | 3.0% | 4 | 121% 
Burbank ES 11 8%| - | -- | 11 | 17.5%! 
Burbank MS | 21 | 20.2%| 8 | 7.7% | 17 |16.3%| 24 |231%| 4 | 38% | 29 | 27.9%] 
Burnet ES 6 |17.6%| 2 | 5.9% 5 |14.7%| 10 | 294%| 1 | 29% | 10 | 29.4% 
Bush ES 34 | 231%] 11 | 7.5% | 20 | 13.6% 44.9%| 3 | 20%] 13 | 88% 
Cage ES 12 | 375%| 1 1% | 4 | 12.5% 9.4% | 2 | 63% | 10 | 31.3% 
Carnegie HS 
Carrillo ES 17 | 36.2%] -- | | 36.2%| -- | - | 12 | 25.5% | 
Challenge EC HS 13 | 20.3%| 13 | 203%| 18 | 281% 141%| 3 | 47%] 8 | 125% 
Chavez HS 36 | 22.9%| 11 | 7.0% | 30 | 19.1% 10.2%| 10 | 64% | 54 | 34.4% 
Chrysalis MS 8 | 21.6%] 4 |108%| 10 | 27.0% 10.8% | -- -- 11 | 29.7% 
Clifton MS 2 | - | 1 | 36% | 14 | 50.0% | 
Condit ES 
Coop ES 19 | 38.8% 1 | 2.0% 
Cornelius ES 6 | 18.2%] 5 5 21.2% | 1 | 3.0% 9 | 27.3% 
Crespo ES | 13 [265%] - | -- | 13 | 26.5%! 
Crockett ES 19 | 35.8% | 6 [113%] 17 [321%] - | -- | 9 | 17.0%! 
Cunningham ES 15 | 385%] 4 4 7 |179%| 1 | 26% 7 | 17.9% 
Daily ES 21 | 28.4%| 5 9 22 |29.7%| 2 | 2.7% | 15 | 20.3% 
Davila ES 7 | 21.2%} 1 1 : 9 2 | 61% | 13 | 39.4% 
De Chaumes ES 30 | 400%| 7 | 93%) 3 | 40%| 14 |187%| - | - | 21 | 28.0%) 
Deady MS | 6 |182%{ - | - | 4 |121%| 8 |242%| 5 |15.2%| 9 | 27.3% 
DeBakey HS 33 | 20.6%| 49 | 30.6%] 47 |29.4%| 6 | 3.8% 23 | 14.4% 
DeZavala ES | 13 | 271%| - | - | 4 | 83% | 11 |229%| 3 | 63% | 17 | 35.4% | 
Durham ES 13 |194%| 6 | 90%| 4 | 60%| 34 |50.7%| - | - | 10 | 14.9%) 
East EC HS 3 | 83% | 8 | 22.2%| 10 |278%| 7 |194%| -- -- 8 | 22.2% 
Eastwood Acad HS 16 | 33.3%] 6 |125%| 10 | 208%| 3 | 6.3% 1 | 21% | 12 | 25.0% 
Edison MS 7 | 226%| 1 | 32%| 4 |129%| 10 |323%| 2 | 65%| 7 | 226% 
Eliot ES | 21 |56.8%| - | - | 1 | 27% | 7 |1s9%{ - | ~- | 7 | 18,.9%| 
Elrod ES 15 [313%[ 2 [42%|[ 3 [| 63%][ 20 [417%] 2 | 42%] 6 | 125%! 


o 
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Appendix F: Campus-Level Tables, Continued 


Table 13. Worked With Peers, by Campus, Continued 


Collaborative Work By Students 


Rarely, Not An| Rarely, Child 


Not Sure 


School Name (oye) iteya) (od pkey (oxz] 

% N % % N % N % % 
Emerson ES 20 [417%] 7 |146%| 4 | 83%| 13 |271%| - | - | 
Energized ECC | 21 | 457%| 1 | 22% | - | - | 13 | 283%] 2 | 4.3% | 19.6% 
Energized ES 8 25.8% 2 6.5% 
Energy Inst HS 41 28.7% 2 1.4% 
Farias ECC 
Field ES %\ | 
Fondren MS 13 | 25.5% 12 3 5.9% 37.3% 
Fonville MS 15 | 46.9% 4 |125%] 2 6.3% 6 | 18.8% 
Forest Brook MS 14 35.0% 
Furr HS 1 2.3% 25.6% 
Gallegos ES 1, 3.0% 13 39.4% 
Garcia ES p= | - | 11 | 26.2%! 
Garden Oaks 21 .I% i ; 
Garden Villas ES 13 | 31.0% 2.4% 7.1% | 12 | 28.6%| - = 28.6% 
Gregory-Lincoln PK-8 16 | 25.0%| 7 |109%| 8 |125%| 9 |141%| 8 |125%| 16 | 25.0% 
Gross ES 10 | 23.3%| 6 |140%| 7 |163%| 7 |163%| 1 | 23% | 11 | 25.6%| 
Hamilton MS 23 | 24.2%! 6 6.3% | 17 |17.9%| 24 |253%| 4 4.2% | 20 | 21.1% 
Harris JR ES 17_|44.7%| - | - | 2 | 53%] 8 |211%| 1 | 26%/| 10 | 26.3% 
Hartman MS 19 | 31.7%| 4 6.7% 4 30.0%| 3 5.0% 20.0% 
Harvard ES 28 | 19.3%| 12 30 13.8% | 66 1 0.7% | 18 | 12.4% 
Heights HS 
Helms ES % 
Henderson JP ES 13 -- - 
Henry MS 9 10 | 26.3%] 3 7.9% 9 | 23.7% 
Herod ES 17 _ 60 | 
Herrera ES 17 | 27.4% 29.0%| 3 4.8% | 13 | 21.0% 
Hilliard ES 12 | 44.4% 7 |259%| - 7 4 | 14.8% 
Hines-Caldwell ES 15 | 28.3% 
Hobby ES 1 
Hogg MS 18 | 12.6% 4 | 2.8% 27.3% 
Horn ES 23 | 11.3% 4 2.0% | 17 | 8.4% 
Houston MSTC HS 
HSLJ 14 | 25.5% 7.3% 2 3.6% 
Kashmere HS 10 | 32.3% 5% 1 3.2% 3 9.7% | 13 | 41.9% 
Ketelsen ES 
Key MS 8 | 30.8% [231%] 6 |231%| 3 |[115%| 2 | 7.7% | 
Kinder HSPVA 60 | 32.6% 15.8% 2.7% 4 2.2% 17.9% 
Kolter ES 24 | 15.9% 12.6% | 1 11.9%| 72 |47.7%| - 7 18 | 11.9% 
Lamar HS 140 | 27.1% | 142 | 27.5%| 99 | 19.2%| 25 | 48% | 19 | 3.7% | 91 | 17.6% | 
Lanier MS 70 | 23.7% 10.5%} 12 | 41% | 51 | 17.3% 
Lantrip ES 25 | 33.3%| 3 4.0% 6 8.0% | 27 | 36.0%) 3 4.0% | 11 | 14.7% 
Law ES o| 9 | | 3 | 7m%!] 6 | 
Lawson MS 26 | 32.1% 14 |173%| 5 6.2% 
Leland YMCPA 11 | 28.9% 8 |211%| - -- 1 
Lewis ES 14 | 24.6% 
Long Acad 11 | 30.6% 
Longfellow ES 17 | 26.2% 1 1.5% 
Lovett ES 17 | 13.1% 2 1.5% 
Lyons ES 
MacGregor ES 13 | 25.5% po - [ | 
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Appendix F: Campus-Level Tables, Continued 


Table 13. Worked With Peers, by Campus, Continued 


Collaborative Work By Students 


3 LessThan | Rarely, Not An} Rarely, Child 
9 


% N 7) 7) 
Mandarin Immersion Magnet 24 17.9% 8 6.0% 6.7% 
Marshall ES 


Martinez C ES 
McNamara ES 


N 


% N % 
2 1.5% 31 | 23.1% 
2% 


Meyerland MS 11.6% 18 9.0% 4 3.7 5.0% 47 
Milby HS 30 | 21.6% 10 7.2% 19 13.7% 23 16.5% 16 11.5% 41 | 29.5% 
Mistral ECC 


> 
ale 
S 


Montgomery ES 
Moreno ES 

Neff ECC 

Neff ES 

North Forest HS 
North Houston EC HS 
Northline ES 
Northside HS 
Oak Forest ES 
Ortiz MS 

Park Place ES 
Parker ES 
Patterson ES 
Pershing MS 
Pilgrim Acad 

Pin Oak MS 

Piney Point ES 
Poe ES 

Reagan Ed Ctr PK-8 
Red ES 

Revere MS 
Reynolds ES 
Rice School PK-8 
River Oaks ES 
Roberts ES 
Rodriguez ES 
Rogers T H 
Roosevelt ES 
Scarborough ES 
Scarborough HS 


N 
fo>) 


rR }o 
a1\O 

ne 
mol! 
SSS 


= 
fo) 
oye 
Q 


= 
uo 


NO 
foe) 


IN 

NIAIS 
& 
S 


wo 
iN) 


° 
& 


bE 
co 
ol . 
Re 
Ss 


BR 
® 
5 


6.8% 
2.5% 
18.6% 
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B 
fo) 
co 


Bip ip 
BS |00 |0o 
Gm 
Site 
Ss 
@ | }00 


b 
foe) 


14 3.3% 


bb 
Ww 


Nh 
~“ 


(ee) 
o 


wo 
Nh 


BR 
: 


School at St. George ES 33.0% 

Scroggins ES 
Shadowbriar ES 

Shadydale ES 17 - 


Sharpstown HS 
Sharpstown Intl 
Sherman ES 
Sinclair ES 
Smith ES 
South EC HS 
Southmayd ES 


R 
o 


10 


Nh 
1) 


Re 
& 

2 
@ lee 
RSRSE RS 


Bb 
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N 
o 
go 
8 
Ss 


5.9% 
12 | 27.9% 1 
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b 
b 


21.6% 
27.9% 
26.4% 
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= 
Ds) 


Sterling HS 


i) 
£& 
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Appendix F: Campus-Level Tables, Continued 


Table 13. Worked With Peers, by Campus, Continued 


Collaborative Work By Students 
2 Less Than 
N % iN % 


% N % () v7) 
Stevens ES 10 | 27.8% 


7" 
@ 
3 
& 


Stevenson MS 23 | 21.5% 29.9% 
Sugar Grove MS i 8 
Sutton ES 
Tanglewood MS 25.8% 
TCAH 

Travis ES 

Twain ES 

Valley West ES 15 | 29.4% 

Walnut Bend ES 

Waltrip HS 23 | 17.8% 


Washington HS 
West Briar MS 
West University ES 
Westbury HS 


N 
ea 
Ny 


Westside HS 64 | 19.4% 12.1% Y% 
Wharton K-8 30 12.3% 
Wheatley HS 11 33.3% 
White E ES 27.5% 
White MES 
Whittier ES 7% 30.8% 
Wilson Montessori 34 ; 8.8% 17.5% 
Windsor Village ES 15 | 41.7% 5.6% 16.7% 
Wisdom HS 4.3% 27.5% 
Woodson 
Worthing HS 13 | 27.1% 20.8% 29.2% 
Yates HS 20 | 37.7%} 7 | 13.2% 26.4% 
YWCPA 6 | 95% | 20 |31.7%| 14 22.2% 


Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Notes: Campuses with less than 25 total respondents (See Table 8B) are excluded. Percentage is calculated using 
total responses (see Table 8B). Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 
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Appendix F: Campus-Level Tables, Continued 


Table 14. Confidence in Progress Made, by Campus 


Confident That Child Made Progress 


N 


33.3% 


34.4% 
53.8% 


Baylor College MS 


8 


30.8% 15.4% 
15 | 326% | 8 | 174% | 1 | 2.2% 


37.7% 18 


1 
1 
2 


7 
6 
4 
9 
2 
9 
5 
6 


BCM Biotech Acad at Rusk 43.4% 


24 


4.3% 


36.0% 
26.2% 


2.6% 
1 4.0% 
= al 


4.3% 


37.2% 


3% 
16 : 
11 : 


61 31.1% 


49.5% 


32 31.1% 18.4% 1.0% 
5.3% 
5.9% 


6.1% 


NIRBIN 


| 


12 


30.3% 
23.8% 


NIN 


5 
31 


3.2% 
3.8% 
11.8% 
2.0% 


! 


46.3% 


Ww 


56.3% 


31.3% 
46.3% 
34.0% 


4 


4 


| 
1 
1 


1.8% 
2.1% 


4 


32.7% 


25 1 


39.4% 


5 


14 


\CrocketES | | 22% | 33 | 623% | 8 


Cunningham ES 17 43.6% 


15 


ES 37.8% 


25 


17 


18 


33 17 
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Appendix F: Campus-Level Tables, Continued 


a: 10) (=e Ba Oxo) ay ile (-1aler-M lal od mele] a-t-1-mUE- le (mmo im Orla elU-mm@relaliialei-yo| 


School Name 


Confident That Child Made Progress 


Very Confident Somewhat Ko) Oey ayite (Talal Not Sure 
leveyalite(-aale 


% % % 


PE 


Energized ECC 


N N A) 
19.6% 22 47.8% 12 26.1% 4.3% 
| 323% | 13 | 419% | 7 | 226% | 1 | 3.2% | 
62 | 434% | 18 | 126% | 5 | 3.5% _ 


ORIN 


Farias ECC 
Field ES 


Fonville MS 


13 | 17.6% | 2 | 3.9% | 
ii 18.8% 


37.5% 14 35.0% 7 17.5% 10.0% 


N 


oO} 


ergized ES 
er 

ndren MS 

rest Brook MS 
Furr HS 
Gallegos ES 


Garden Oaks 


nergi. 
nerg 
Fondre 
Forest 
Q 


41.9% 18 41.9% 5 11.6% 4.7% 


| 24.2% | 14 | 42.4% | 
| 26.2% | 18 | 42.9% | 11 


38.0% 


18.2% 
26.2% 


N 
9 

dS etieeess 
12 27.3% 16 36.4% 10 22.7% 13.6% 
18 

| 8 
36 


Garden Villas ES 


13 52.4% 


Greg 


31.3% 45.3% 
30.2% 19 44.2% 
42.9% 25 44.6% 


25.3% 41 43.2% 27 28.4% 


4.7% 


3.2% 


18.6% 
10.7% 


R N 


NIN | 
O|N|O 


IB 
& 
(oo) 
S 


rego! 
Hamilton MS 
Harris JR ES 


Harvard ES 


10.5% 
3.3% | 


26.3% 15 39.5% 9 23.7% 
25.0% 31 51.7% 12 20.0% 
17.9% 57.9% 31 21.4% 


Helms ES 


28.8% 28 53.8% 8 15.4% 1.9% 
at 4 13.8% 
16 


15.8% 


Herrera ES 


ry-Lincoln PK-8 


29.6% 14 51.9% 5 18.5% 
30.2% 21 39.6% 10 18.9% 


38.9% 15 41.7% 5 13.9% 


Hobby ES 
Hogg MS 


Houston MSTC HS 
HSLJ 


25.2% 70 49.0% 35 24.5% 
27.1% 101 49.8% 42 
30.6% 103 46.4% 33 14.9% 17 
29.1% 23 41.8% 14 25.5% 2 


5.6% 
1.4% 


20.7% 


Ketelsen ES 


32.3% 14 45.2% 5 16.1% 2 
37.1% 18 51.4% 4 11.4% = 2 
2 


| 23.1% | 14 | 53.8% | 


| 37.5% | 24 


15.4% 
13.0% 
19.9% 


Lamar HS 


| 
19 3.7% 


184 35.7% 213 41.3% 97 18.8% 
12.9% 
17.3% 


17.9% 


| 32.2% | 157 | 53.2% | 38 
| 21.3% | 44 | 58.7% | 13 


Lawson MS 


1.2% 


: | 
40.7% 27 33.3% 19 23.5% 
13.2% 
19.3% 


13.9% 


| 50.9% | 13 | 228% | 11 


Long Acad 
Longfellow ES 


Lovett ES 


MacGregor ES 12 ~~ |) «(23.5% 29 56.9% 10 


16.9% 
25.4% 
20.6% 
19.6% 


36.1% 17 47.2% 5 
29.2% 32 49.2% 11 
23.8% 62 47.7% 33 


2 
| 13 
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14 | 

2 32.3% 27 43.5% 11 17.7% 
[8 

| 16 

| 68" | 

=a 

| 6 

3 

3 

2 

3 

2 50 21 


| 95 
| 16 
| 18 | 47.4% | 14 | 368% | 5 
oe 
| 31 
| 28 


0 
13 
4 
4 
10 
15 
6 
4 
15 
14 
14 
1 
0 
16 
14 
6 
5 
16 
10 
13 
7 
9 
95 
16 
23 
3 
18 
9 
13 
19 
al 
8 
12 


HISD Research and Accountability 58 


PARENT SURVEY, NOVEMBER 2020 


Appendix F: Campus-Level Tables, Continued 


a i: 1 0) (=e Ba Oxo) ay ile (= aler-M lal ad mele] a=. UE- le (mm ohm Orla elU-mm@xelalilalei-yo| 
Confident That Child Made Progress 


Very Confident Somewhat Ko) mOCoyayite (Tala wAlL| Not Sure 
bTos stole) Wm Elan) loveyaiirel=yals 


N % % % % 


N 
Mandarin Immersion Magnet 43 32.1% 62 46.3% 19.4% 2.2% 
| 20 
| 6 


Marshall ES 20 46.5% 27.9% 18.6% 
Martinez C ES 21.4% 25.0% 
8 


: . 5 
40.5% 16 43.2% 8.1% 8.1% 
30.7% 95 47.7% 18.6% 3.0% 
: : 3 


6 
23.0% 
15.0% 
; 16 64.0% 
19 30.6% 
26 41.3% 
12 46.2% 
26 52.0% 
37.5% 15.6% 
151 51.2% 16.6% 
26.5% 
19.3% 
37 38.9% 18.9% 
16.7% 
515% | 9 | 27.3% | 21.2% 
Rice School PK-8& 58 41.1% 20.6% 
58 
74 
16 
17 
39 


30.6% 
34.6% 
31.3% 
30.0% 
30 


.6% 


43.8% 
29.8% 


29.6% 
37.9% 


River Oaks ES 41.2% 44.3% 11.5% 
Roberts ES 32.0% 48.4% 17.6% 
20 10.9% 

16.9% 

26.1% 58.7% 15.2% 

18.2% 48.5% 18.2% 

11.9% 

19.6% 

41.4% 41.4% 13.8% 

30.2% 39.5% 23.3% 

25.0% 

6.8% 

13.6% 

32.6% 51.2% 14.0% 

23.7% 54 55.7% 19.6% 


30.2% 
40.7% 


ol 


23.3% 23.3% 
43.1% 17.6% 


58.1% 11.6% 
42.9% 9.9% 5.5% 
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Appendix F: Campus-Level Tables, Continued 


a i: 1 0) (=e Ba @xo) ny ile (=F aler-M lal od cele) a-¥-1-UE- le (mm ohm @r-lan elU-mm@relalilalei-ye| 
Confident That Child Made Progress 


School Name 


Stevens ES 


Very Confident Somewhat Ko) m@Xoyayite (Talal! 
leveyali(e(-tale 


Not Sure 


Stevenson MS 


Sugar Grove MS 
Sutton ES 
Tanglewood MS 


64.7% 


35.3% 


| 9 =| 209% | 1 | 23% | 


18.8% 


59.1% 


18.8% 


33.3% 


49.7% 


17.0% 


| 37.9% _| 
37.9% 


43.0% 


7 


10.4% 
20.8% 


Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Notes: Campuses with less than 25 total respondents (See Table 8B) are excluded. Percentage is calculated using 
total responses (see Table 8B). Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 
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Table 15. Communication From Campus 


School Name 


Almeda ES 
Anderson ES 


Communication Amount 


Communication Helpfulness 


PARENT SURVEY, NOVEMBER 2020 


Arabic Immersion 38 90.5% 1 2.4% 
Ashford ES 35 79.5% : 
Askew ES 97 79.5% 


Attucks MS 
Austin HS 


Barrick ES 
Baylor College MS 
BCM Biotech Acad at Rusk 


1 


7 
75 81.5% 


Bell ES 
Bellaire HS 
Berry ES 
Black MS 
Bonham ES 


162 | 81.8% 
31 


Bonner ES 


22 88.0% 


Braeburn ES 
Briargrove ES 


2. 
45 27.4% 


Burnet ES 
Bush ES 


31 91.2% 


Briarmeadow 

Brookline ES 

Browning ES 

Bruce ES 20 60.6% 

Burbank ES 

Burbank MS 15 


3 
20 


Cage ES 


Carnegie HS 
Carrillo ES 
Challenge EC HS 
Chavez HS 
Chrysalis MS 


: 1 : : : : 
34. 


Clifton MS 


10.7% 


Condit ES 2.4% E 6' 
Coop ES 
Cornelius ES 11 
Crespo ES 
Crockett ES 
Cunningham ES 2.6% 
Daily ES 
Davila ES 


De Chaumes ES 66 | 88.0% 
Deady MS 25 : 
DeAnda ES 26 


DeBakey HS 
DeZavala ES 
Durham ES 

East EC HS 
Eastwood Acad HS 


79.2% 


Edison MS 


45.2% 


Eliot ES 


Elrod ES 
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Appendix F: Campus-Level Tables, Continued 


Table 15. Communication From Campus, Continued 


School Name 


Emerson ES 


Helpful 


N 


Communication Amount 


% 
81.3% 


% 


iN] tt) 


Communication Helpfulness 


Rarely Helpful 
N 7) 


Energized ECC 
Energized ES 


78.3% 
90.3% 


N % N i) 

2 4.2% 7 14.6% 27 56.3% 

4 8.7% 5 10.9% 33 71.7% 
6 1 


3.2% 


N % 
18 37.5% 3 6.3% 
10 21.7% 3 6.5% 


64.5% 


8 5.6% 


112 22 9 3% 


Garden Villas ES 
Gregory-Lincoln PK-8 
Gross ES 


wo 
NO 


wo 
BB 


Energy Inst HS 124 | 86.7% 7.0% 78.3% 15.4% 

Farias ECC 26 | 765%| 3 14.7% 70.6% 20.6% 
Field ES 35 | 795%| - 20.5% | 22 | 50.0%| 21 1 2.3% 
Fondren MS 5 | 8 | 15.7% | 
Fonville MS 20 62.5% 2 ‘ 
Forest Brook MS 75.0% | 6 | 15.0% | 
Furr HS 83.7% 
Gallegos ES 

Garcia ES 66.7% | 9 | 21.4%} 5 | 11.9% | 
Garden Oaks 67 | 435% | 6 | 6.5% | 


HAIS HS 


aS 
Ni 


58.1% 
3 62.5% 
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Hamilton MS 63 40 9.5% 
Harris JR ES 30 25 4 . 10.5% 
Hartman MS 46 3 
Harvard ES 77.9% 3 : 5.5% 
Heights HS 86.0% | 13 | 4.3% 13 | 4.3% 
Helms ES 80.8% -- -- 

Henderson JP ES 96.6% 1 3.4% 

Henry MS 78.9% 1 22 

Herod ES ; 

Herrera ES 

Hilliard ES 

Hines-Caldwell ES 20.8% 

Hobby ES 83.3% 

Hogg MS 81.1% 85 | 59.4% | 

Horn ES 175 86.2% 5 : 
Houston MSTC HS 3 11 or 
HSLJ 49 | 89.1% 6 id 2 % 
Kashmere HS 20 | 64.5% 35.5% 41.9% 
Ketelsen ES 28 | 80.0% 2 5.7% | 25 | 714%] 10 | 286%| -- = 
Kinder HSPVA 171 8 43% | 146 | 79.3%] 36 |196%| 2 1% 
Kolter ES 126 9 6.0% 2 1.3% 
Lamar HS 444 | 86.0% 51 | 9.9% | 347 | 67.2% | 143 | 27.7%] 21 
Lanier MS 251 | 85.1% 30 | 10.2% 66.1% 28.5% 
Lantrip ES 62 | 82.7%| 4 é 8 | 10.7% | 45 | 60.0%) 27 | 36.0%| 3 4.0% 
Lawson MS 62 | 765%| 8 10 | 12.3% | 44 | 543%| 26 | 321%| 10 | 12.3% 
Leland YMCPA 6 | 158%| 28 |73.7%| 9 |237%| 1 | 2.6% | 
Lewis ES 
Long Acad 99 
Longfellow ES 
Lovett ES 17 | 13.1% | 89 | 68.5% | 99 

Lyons ES 18 | 17.6% | 60 | 58.8% | 

MacGregor ES 31 | 60.8% 


62 
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School Name 


ust R 
N 


Communication Amount 


N 


| Not Enough | Usually Helpful 
iN} % 
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Communication Helpfulness 
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% (i 
Mandarin Immersion Magnet 29 21.6% 69 51.5% 43.3% 
Marshall ES 2%| 3 
Martinez C ES 
McNamara ES 29.7% | 3 | 81% 
Meyerland MS T%\| 8 | 4.0% 
Milby HS 106 | 76.3% 25 | 18.0% 
Mistral ECC 33 | 82.5% 3 7.5% 
Montgomery ES 15 | 60.0% 8 | 32.0%] 12 | 480%) 11 | 440%] 2 8.0% 
Moreno ES 5% | 6 | 9.7% | 46 | 74.2%| 14 | 226%| 2 | 3.2% | 
Neff ECC 50 | 794%} 9 | 143%] 4 6.3% | 40 
Neff ES 76 | 80.0% | 10 7 74% | 72 | 75.8% 
North Forest HS 43.69 
North Houston EC HS 
Northline ES 
Northside HS 3% | 12 |17.4%| 38 | 55.1% | 
Oak Forest ES 96 | 90.6% 6.6% 
Ortiz MS 37 |771%| 1 2.1% 9 | 18.8% 39.6% 
Park Place ES 42 | 84.0%| 2 | 4.0% 5 | 10.0%] 29 | 580%) 18 0% 
Parker ES 81.3% 113 A% 
Patterson ES 93.4% | 2 2.6% 3 3.9% | 58 
Pershing MS 9 3.9% | 45 | 19.4%] 153 | 65.9%] 60 | 25.9% 
Pilgrim Acad 24 | 75.0% 5 | 156%] 22 |688%| 9 | 28.19 
Pin Oak MS 240 | 81.4% 41 | 13.9% | 188 | 63.7% 
Piney Point ES 44 | 89.8% 5 | 10.2%] 33 | 67.3% 
Poe ES 
Reagan Ed Ctr PK-8 38 14 | 25.9% 
Red ES | 1.1% | 
Revere MS 
Reynolds ES 5 | 15.2% | 20 | 606%| 9 | 27.3% | 
Rice School PK-8 11.3% 7.1% 
River Oaks ES 5.3% | 100 | 76.3%] 26 | 19.8% 1% 
Roberts ES 20 | 13.1% 7 29 3% 
Rodriguez ES 5 | 10.9% 71.7% 
Rogers TH 28 | 13.5% | 135 | 65.2% 
Roosevelt ES 
Scarborough ES = | - | 20 | 60.6% | 
Scarborough HS 54.89 
School at St. George ES : 1 
Scroggins ES 
Shadowbriar ES 3 15 | 34.9% 
Shadydale ES -- 4 | 10.0%] 17 | 425%/| 16 3 7.5% 
Sharpstown HS 9 O%| 4 | 45% 
Sharpstown Intl 10 | 7.1% 59.3% 
Sherman ES : 7 | 163%| 23 | 53.5% 7.0% 
Sinclair ES 22__| 22.7% 
Smith ES 1 3.3% 6 | 20.0% 43.3% 10.0% 
South EC HS 1 2.0% | 13 | 255%] 27 | 52.9% ; 6 | 11.8% 
Southmayd ES = | = | 2 14% | 29 | 674%) 13 2 
Sterling HS 66 10 |11.0%| 14 | 15.4%! 57 | 626%] 25 |275%| 9 | 9.9% | 
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Appendix F: Campus-Level Tables, Continued 


Table 15. Communication From Campus, Continued 
Communication Amount Communication Helpfulness 


Sometimes 
% ty) 


% % 


(0) (1) 
Stevens ES 
Stevenson MS 20.6% 11 
Sugar Grove MS ; ; 15.4% | 17 | 654%| 6 | 23.1% 
Sutton ES 26 | 605% | 13 | 30.2%) 4 
Tanglewood MS 76.5% 45% | 25 | 18.9%| 71 | 538%| 46 | 34.8%) 14 
TCAH 76.5% 
Travis ES 89.3% | 10 | 6.7% 114 
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West Briar MS 


West University ES 1 
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Westbury HS 110 
Westside HS 81.8% 21. 6.4% 38 11.5% | 219 ; 
Wharton K-8 137 | 80.1% 1.8% 31 18.1% 104 7.6% 


3 
4 8.9% 7 


Wheatley HS 33 20.0% 
White E ES 85.0% 10. 
White MES 72.5% ; 
Whittier ES sl 
Wilson Montessori 88 | 77.2% 2.6% 
Windsor Village ES = 
Wisdom HS 56 | 81.2% 
Woodson 27 56.3% 5 10.4% 16 8% 
Worthing HS 35 4 | 83% A% 
Yates HS 15.1% 
YWCPA 


Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Notes: Campuses with less than 25 total respondents (See Table 8B) are excluded. Percentage is calculated using 
total responses (See Table 8B). Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 
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Appendix G: Satisfaction with Remote Learning Tables 
Table 16. Satisfaction With Remote Learning 


Satisfaction with Remote Learning 
Yes 8,755 
No 2,913 

Reasons for Dissatisfaction 
Inadequate internet access 256 
Did not have the right device 176 
Not enough devices 122 
Did not have materials at home 268 
needed to do schoolwork 
Schoolwork in English, caregiver 
speaks another language 
Schoolwork took too long 
Did not know what schoolwork to do 
or when to do it 
Child was not interested in 
schoolwork 
Teachers unavailable when child 
was doing schoolwork 
Child was stressed or had difficulty 
concentrating 


: _ 


173 
828 
1,135 


1,102 


553 


1,955 


Difficult to get in touch with teachers 661 


Other 870 


Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 
Note: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 
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Appendix H: Factors Considered Tables 
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Child's specific health concerns 


Other household members’ specific health concerns 


General risk of contracting COVID-19 


Current COH and Harris Co positivity/infection rates 


How well my child was learning remotely 
Child missing social parts of school 
Child's participation in extracurriculars 
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% 
20.8% 
21.2% 
56.2% 
37.8% 
30.0% 
21.3% 

8.6% 
7.4% 
15.2% 


Source: SurveyMonkey, Fall 2020 HISD Remote Learning Parent Survey data file, 11/18/2020 


Note: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 


HISD Research and Accountability 


66 


